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conclusion. Laisserfaire gives rise to innumerable injustices and
inequalities, but it does at any rate provide a standard. In the
long run the majority of the wage and salary earners receive
an income which is roughly proportional to the value of their
services in the market. So long as the system of free competition
exists neither individuals nor governments can be held respon-
sible for the injustices of distribution. They can point to a
blind and impersonal economic law. But should they endeavour
to arrange the income of every individual according either to
his usefulness to the State or to his individual needs, they will
be entirely without a standard of measurement, and their
schedule must in every respect be purely arbitrary. Many
socialists may well shrink from the task of endeavouring to
satisfy the masses of the people that even an attempt is being
made to treat them justly.

Shall we then fall back upon exact equality? The plan has
the merit of simplicity, and few could fail to understand it. It
is, indeed, a little childish in its simplicity. 'Give each of them
the same amount, and there will be no quarrelling' is a theory
which may serve very well for dividing a cake amongst children,
but will it commend itself to the highly-trained engineer as well
as to the simple-minded labourer; to the man who rides up on
the girder, or tests the new aeroplane, or dives down to the
sunken vessel as well as to the plumber's mate; to the manager
of the factory, responsible to his government for organizing the
labour of a thousand persons, as well as to the time-keeper at
the gate? If unequal work produces only equal pay, will not
equal pay tend to produce equal work, so that the efforts of
those who would otherwise work hardest are scaled down to the
level of those who work least? If so, the result of an equal
division of the product will be a much smaller total to divide.

And if we are confronted with Louis Blanc's argument, that
equality does not appeal to the present generation because of
its bourgeois upbringing, but that by education man can be
brought to desire it, then we can only reply that our economics
is a science of the activities of human beings as we know them.
When they change, then the science must change.